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Reraarksj. 



„f the application is requested. 
Reconsideration of the appi 

• <n rhe application. Claim 12 has 
i z and 10-22 remain m the appxj- 
Claims 1-6 ana 

e i-v,<= rlaim is attached 
A~A A marked-up version of the claim i 
been amended. a m<ai.^ f 

rlaim 2 3 has been added, support 
hereto on a separate page. Claim 

q Tines 7-14. No new matter 
for which can be found on page 9, lines 

has been added. 



In item 1 on page 



2 of the above-identified Office action, 



12 has been objected to because 



of the following 



claim 
informalities 



■ficallv the Examiner has stated that in claim 12, 
More specifically, 

„ „ e -at least one transponder has" should be 
lines 1-2 the phrase at least 

placed -i* - Pfc-e Pl»»lity »f "^ponders h~e- 

sin ce =1.1- X nas -en ,.e n ded to retire a plurality of 

„ - clai™ 12 has been amended so as to facilitate 

transponders. Claim 

j * Therefore, the objection to 

. • t-h^ amplication, inerciuit., 

prosecution of the appxxv, 

4-v.=> ■Pv-aminer is now moot, 
claim 12 by the Examiner 

j ^ h , t the specification and the 
It is accordingly believed that the p 

ont-« of 35 U.S.C. § H2, fi^t and 
claims meet the requirements of 

s e=o„d par^ap- — «~ " ^ £Urther „ 

^eotlo^le it- counsel „o U ld — " 
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i j Thp above -noted 
during *ich Che «y *• rasolved. 

• Qn ipiv for cosmetic or 
changes to the claims are provided solely 

™. The changes are not provided tor 
clarificatory reasons. The cn y 

■ M the prxor art nor for any reason related to the 
overcoming trie P^ Ui 

statutory requirements for a patent. 

, of the Office action, claims 1-6 and 10-21 
In item 3 on page 2 of the omc 

■ t.d as being obvious over Brewster et al . (GB 2 
have been rejected as Deing 

. . w of th e admitted prior art under 35 U.S. C § 
073 550 A) in view or tne 

103 • 

„ „1U >e e>, P Uin=, fc.iow, it I. -Ue.ed t h at t h e 

wer e pa te n ta b le over t h e cue, «t in th-lr oriai-l — - 

the cl . lM — . th e r = £ o«, not »-= to to. 

references . 

j i n t- believed that 
Before diseasing the prior art rn detail, xt 

claimed, would be helpful- 
a brief review of the invention as claimea, 



claims i and 13 call for. inter alia: 



r^or-p each attached to the textile 
plurality of transponders each at 

ach having a respective electronic component, 
ociated with a respective one of the care 



carr 



ier part, ec 



and each being ass 
symbols . 
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i 1Grl nqes an automatic sorter 

The Brewster et al . rere^ut 

for sorting articles each bearing an electromagnetic 
transponder. Brewster et al . further disclose that laundry 
articles are composed of a variety of different natural and 

• which require different cleaning methods 

synthetic materials, which requir 

for best results and minimum damage (page 1. lines 78-81). 

Rrewster et al . comments that the articles are 
Furthermore, Brewster eu ax 

,pt to arrive at the laundry mixed indiscriminately in 
bundles, and - 8 t therefore be sorted by hand. Brewster et 
al disclose that their invention can be applied to the 
performance of this function automat.cally wrtnout any human 
intervention (page 1, 81-88). 

Brewster et .1. further disclose that identif icatron of the 
correct sequence for any given article may be simplified by 
provide the articles with a permanent label or tag defining 

, „ a rV .~ -route to be followed 
the appropriate sequence and hence the route to 

e ^ » label even bearing only a simple 
through the system. Such a label, 

color or number code, could assist the process of hand 
sorting, relieving the operator of the need to identify 
fabrics or read cleaning instructions. However, visual coding 
req uires the article to be lifted or turned so as to bring the 
label into view, which therefore presents considerable 
difficulties for a fully automatic system (page 1, lines 93- 
104 ) . Brewster et al . further disclose that a punch pattern 
on a substrate can be made to remain visible through the 

- 5 - 
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v r t-o a human sorter in case 
• „ t-o identify the route number to a 
casing to laenuj-j-y 

lv external color may be 

f = nnr . P Alternatively, an exuej- 
of system failure. ^ ■ 

(oaae 2 lme 130 to page 3, line 
used to serve this purpose (page 

4) • 

f discloses care labels made of 
, -^pfj nrior art discioBec 
Applicant's admitted pn 

f»hs onto which care 
strips or taDS, vn>- 
textile or plastic scrip 

embroidered. 

■ ■ ^ ^ at ed in the second 
It is the Examiners position as stated 

„ on cage . of the Office action, that in view of the 

paragraph on page <± 

. art it would have been obvious to one of 
admitted prior art, it wou 

binary SW1 in the art at the ti« of the invention to 
l nclu de the ^ of the admitted prior •« ■ — - 
and method as taught oy Brewster et a! . . 

•i-h this position for the reasons set 
respectfully disagrees with this pos 

forth below. 

As will be further explained below, the present invention is 

■4.V, different problem than the Brewster et al . 
concerned with a different p 

«peks to optimize the 
reference. The present invention seeks 

iaund.ring process oy coordinating the appropriate treatment 
^ration in a household appiianc. with the Wndry -oh to 
be treated. -is is different than the goai of Brewster et 
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al. reference, which seeks 

the items to be washed. 



Kr^llv sort laundry prior 
to automatically w 



to processing 



It is Applicant' 3 pos 



it ion that not on 



ly is the combination 



not obvious 
combination 



but also that Brewster et al 



teac 



h away from the 



Fi rst. it is - «~ Brewster et al . i- — — ^ - 

3or tin 9 =f laundry by mechanical -ns — " 

j Brewster is not 

being clewed, dried, ironed, etc.. 

v>,if- nnlv a sorting or tne 
concerned with individual processes but only a 

Therefore, Brewster et al . i» 
laundry into compatible groups. Theref 

not concerned with individuai launderin, processes. T hl s „ 
contrary to t h e invention o £ the instant application whrch 

,. na H OI1 of treatment operations 
seeks to optimize the coordination 

, , rpatpd According to the 
with the laundry batch to be treated- 

iM tant application, the — » — — " 

correspond^ household appliances. — , the user does 

hhp information for the 
^ ^ke the time to enter the mr 
not have to taice uie 

care cycle o £ a particular appliance ,pa 9 e Un.. 13-», . 

h e in the event that a user selects an unsurtable 

Furthermore , in tne e 

sm the cycle will not b. started or the user „11 

care program, the cyci 

„ ■ d of the incorrect selection (page 3, lines 11-14). 
be advised or trie j-"^ 

^^ present invention solves a different 
Since as noted above the present 

fBrpnce and the fact that the 
problem than the Brewster reference, 

t- concerned with the automatic sorting 
present, invention is not concerned 
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of items to be laundered 

Hon is riot obvious over Brews 

invention is* XJ -^ 

applicant's admitted prior art. 



it is believed that the present 
ter et al - in view of 



Xicant's position that Brewster et al - teach 
Second, it is applicant s P 

hv the Examiner, 
away £l o- t h« combination a, proposed by 

t al teach that their invention can be applied 

Brewster et al . teacn 

,-^mat-icallv without any 
„f sorting laundry automatically 
the performance of sorting 

„ a1 a8 ) Brewster et al - 
hu „an intervention (page i, lines 

even state -at ^ cleaning in—* ^i, - 

^PQPntinq considerable 
view to be read, therefore presenting 

■ fo r a fully-automatic system (page 1, Unas 100- 
difficulties for a fully 

v- *1 already provide a solution 
105 ) Furthermore, Brewster et al . 

r . - f the automatic sorter faiis, that, being a 
for sorting it tne ^ 

K . or an external color code visible to a 
punched route number or an ext 

* «l seek to avoid the reading 
human sorter. Sine, Brewster .t al . 

o£ dividual care instructions by a operator the 

Terence teaches away to — ~« " " ' 

in view of applicant- s admitted prior. 

A critical step in ana!y,in 9 the patentability o £ claims 

tim e o £ invention, to consider the ^ - one o £ ordinary 
skU1 in the art, g uided only by the prior art rererences and 
the then-accepted wisdom in the ^n^M-, 
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v ease with which the invention can be 
cases where the very ease wi 

m . prompt ,o ^ - ^ — 

ef £ect o£ . hi „^ — — - — 

invention taugnc it> 

to i t? 2d 1540, 
* „„ inc F.ia 
vj^L^Gore.^ssoc^^J^^ 

-si ■» rued Cir . 1983) ) . 
1553, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. 

from a combination of old 
•f nnf all inventions arise trom 
Most if not all ugpQ2d 

- see in re RouCfet^ 149 F.3d 1350, 1357. 

1453,1457 (Fed. Cir - 

often be found in the prior art. See_i_- 
invention may often De 

■ in thepnor_^^Lin^^ 

Howe^L^iden^ 

• • ^ i-n -^^t natenta bi 1 ity of_the 
^rt_^laiined_is_i^ 

„ see id. Rather, to establish 

T^ole_J^ail^ „■ closed 

,_■ nf the elements disclosed 

obvious... bw-d on , combat xon 

160F3d 133,. »«. «» w -«3. s . — c - ; 

X n _jrg L _ Gordon , 733 t ■ ^ 
1984) . 

npfltion or teaching may come explicitly 
The motivation, suggestion or 

^ «t the knowledge of one o£ 
from statements in the prior art, 

- 9 - 
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the nature of the 
- o-r in some cases cne 
ordinary 3B U in the «C «. so 

. , £ee Dembiczak' 17b 
i,_ qolved . 

motivatlo „ or 

,. m addition, the tea 

USPQ2d at 1617- le> 

■elicit from the prior art as a 
eugg estion may °e WMS 

, ctated in the references. 
r ather than expressly stated „„, 

51 ° S?Q2d " it the c—d teaching — e o £ 

I, in the art. and thence o £ the 

^ fo TIo itttW8 

probie. to be soiv £ - J ^ sJal l £ r, 6« 413 ' 

o£ ordinary .kill in the ar . - — 

„ 0 i tecPA 1981) <snd cases cltea 
425 208 USPQ 871, 881 (CCPA 

„„vess or an implicit 

See Dental' 

thereto. bee_^- "evidence^! 

8^™" ^^ITral *nowl e d 9 e to ne.ate 

a . When an e^iner reHes 

.ability that Knowledge must be articul 
patentability. „ 

on the record. SSft-WJM-"*' 
US PQ 2 d 1430. 1433-35 <?ed. Cir. 

■if is respectfully 
^-ir^r's response, it is> ^ 
„ f t-hp examiner fa f 
nnon evaluation of the ex 

Educed by the examiner is 
a fbat the evidence adduced oy 

to establish a =~ - ' 

^ thec^ — iS 

with respect to 

jested to withdraw the reaction. 
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a be allowable, dependent 
a 13 are believed to be an 
Since claims 1 be a iiowable as 

, 6 ao-12, and 14 -22 are believed to be 
claims 2-6, 10 

well , 

. 4 of the office -tion, claim 22 has been 
in item 4 on page ^ 550 

^ as ^ — ~ ; B ;:;;:;;; therin _o £ 

rtified by Che admitted prior art 
A) as modified oy u.S.C. § 

, , US Patent No. 6.078.791) under 
Tutcle et .1. (O.S defl cie„cies of 

i of al do not make up tol 
103 . Tuttle et al. ^ ^ 

pt al m view of admitted prior. 
Brewster et al . believed to be 

beli e..d to be alible, dependent 

allowable as well. 

. j to be clear that none of the 
It i 5 accordingly beli—d to 

! „ alone or in any combination, 
references, whether ta.en i ^ 

f the features of clair. X and 13 ■ 
sh ow or suggest ^ ^ ^ ^ and 

» are. therefore, belied to b _ 

tbey are believed to be p 
claims 1 or x3, they 

• na ^consideration and allowance of 
In view of the foregoxng, reco 

v. uld 3tiH find any of the claims 
. ^ -crvaminer should stu-x 
In the event the Examm telephone 

1 re<; pectfully requests a tei fc> 
.^^ble, counsel respect 
to be unpatentable, 

- 11 - 



„ that if pos^e. pa»nt.bl. X^u-g. can - wo r W 

call so tnac, u- f 

out . 

■„„ o £ ti« Chi* paper i- r«**re*. P-^tl* 

If an extension ot time 

for exten 3 ion is herewith made. 

v. '.the fee in the amount of $18 for an 
Enclosed herewith is the fee 

additional independent claim. 

please charge any ^ 

. t „ and ,. 17 to Che Peposit account of r-rner I 
to Sections 1-16 ana 



Alfred K. Dassler 
52,794 




AKD : cgm 

April 15, 2003 

Lerner and Greenberg, P-A. 
Post Office Box 2480 
Hollywood, FL 33022-2480 
Te l- (954) 925-H00 
Fax: (954) 925-1101 
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t care label according to claim 



Claim 12 (amended) . The produc 
, ^ said t .c iea SC one ^^onder 



component , 
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